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With this amendment, we are voting 

to get our National Guard home to 
keep us safe and secure in our cities 
and towns. 

With this amendment, we are voting 
to finish the job in Afghanistan. 

With this amendment, we are chang-
ing the course of events in Iraq—a 
change of course that will still meet 
our objectives, save American lives, 
and ensure our ability to both protect 
our people at home and meet the other 
challenges we have as a nation. 

Let us remember that this was a war 
of choice, not a war of necessity. 

Let us remember what this adminis-
tration has told us about this war. 

Let us remember the unfound weap-
ons of mass destruction; remember the 
missing mobile weapons labs; remem-
ber the yellow-cake uranium in Africa; 
remember Saddam’s nonexistent vast 
stockpiles of chemical weapons; re-
member when Secretary Rumsfeld told 
us that, ‘‘We know where the WMDs 
are;’’ remember the non-existent link 
between al-Qaida and Saddam; remem-
ber the claims that Iraqi oil and other 
countries, not the U.S. taxpayer, would 
pay for the cost of reconstruction; re-
member when the administration told 
us that the war would cost somewhere 
between $50 and $60 billion; remember 
when Paul Wolfowitz said that ‘‘it 
seems outlandish’’ to think that we 
would need several hundred thousand 
troops in Iraq; and let us remember 
when President Bush told us on May 1, 
2003 that ‘‘Major combat operations in 
Iraq have ended’’ while he stood in 
front of a sign that said ‘‘mission ac-
complished.’’ 

Let us remember the lies. 
So I ask: Are we willing to continue 

to sacrifice the lives of young Ameri-
cans so that this same administration 
can stay the course, a course without 
direction, for a cause that President 
Bush has already said that he will 
abandon to the next president? I hope 
not. 

I will say again, do not fall into the 
political trap and rhetoric from those 
who will try to mischaracterize this 
amendment. 

I voted against the Iraq war when 
many on the other side tried to falsely 
characterize those of us who didn’t be-
lieve the evidence that the administra-
tion presented, who thought we should 
work through the international proc-
ess, who didn’t believe the administra-
tion had done any postwar planning. 
For standing up for what we believed 
in, they tried to mischaracterize us as 
anti-American and unpatriotic. I was 
willing to take a difficult stand, and 
stand up for what I believed was right 
for the country and for the people of 
New Jersey. That is why I voted 
against the war. 

Today, with over 2,500 lives lost, al-
most $320 billion spent in national 
treasure, with $8 billion used each 
month, I know I made the right deci-
sion. 

The Senate has an opportunity to act 
now, to enact a policy worthy of the 
sacrifice of our soldiers. 

And that is why I am voting for the 
Kerry and Levin amendments. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. KERRY. Mr. President, I thank 
the Senator from New Jersey for a 
really excellent summary and a terrific 
statement about what this is about and 
what is at stake. I thank him also for 
in the short time he has been here he 
has really proven to be indispensable 
for a number of different debates we 
have had and for his work in the last 
few days on no amnesty for those who 
have killed Americans. It had a major 
impact on our policy. We thank him so 
much for that contribution. 

Mr. President, I think one of the im-
portant things that the Senator from 
New Jersey just said is let us remem-
ber what this amendment is really 
about. 

I have sat here and listened to this 
nondebate for a little while. When Sen-
ators used to be able to question each 
other, we used to be able to have a dia-
log on the floor. It seems to me that is 
the best way to test each other’s think-
ing. 

What is interesting to me is that a 
number of Senators came to the floor 
to make these grand pronouncements 
about our country, about war on ter-
ror, about our troops. And none of us in 
the U.S. Senate would disagree that 
our troops are the best troops in the 
world and that they have made an ex-
traordinary sacrifice. None of us would 
disagree. We are a great country and a 
great democracy. None of us disagree 
that we don’t need to fight against ter-
rorists to win the war on terror. That 
is not the issue. 

A lot of other people are getting tired 
of that sort of game, of trying to char-
acterize things as they aren’t. 

The Senator from South Dakota said 
that we shouldn’t telegraph to the 
enemy and to the terrorists. Of course, 
we shouldn’t telegraph to the enemy 
and terrorists. What are we 
telegraphing? We are there. They know 
it. They are killing our soldiers to 
some degree but lesser than the insur-
gency today. 

The point that people need to really 
focus on is the fact that what has hap-
pened in Iraq is not what was origi-
nally billed. This is the third war. It is 
a different war from the war we went 
into. 

The war that the Senator from Ala-
bama, Mr. SESSIONS, described was the 
war against Saddam Hussein as an en-
forcement mechanism of weapons of 
mass destruction. And they weren’t 
there. There is a whole history of that 
being about a war of choice as opposed 
to a war of necessity. 

That then transitioned because 
Zarqawi and company and a bunch of 
foreigners were attracted by the fact 
that we were there. We made a great 
target. So they started to use that tar-
get. And, indeed, it became a haven for 
some terrorists. 

But every single analyst who I have 
talked to—and I know the chairman 

knows this—says that there are about 
1,000 or less of the foreign terrorists in 
Iraq. Ninety-eight percent of what is 
happening in Iraq today is Iraqi on 
Iraqi. 

When they come to the floor and say 
to us we are going to telegraph some-
thing to the terrorists, who are we 
telegraphing something to? The Shias 
who hate Sunnis, the Sunnis who hate 
Shias who are killing each other? 

What are our troops supposed to be 
about? Drive down the street and find 
an IED and get blown up? Wait for a 
suicide bomber to come into an outpost 
and kill them? 

The bottom line is that either the 
Iraqis are going to resolve the dif-
ferences between Iraqis or we are going 
to see people dying for a long, long 
time. 

When we talk about the war on ter-
ror, let’s talk about the real war on 
terror which never was in Iraq. Yes, it 
is now part of the war on terror. It has 
been made part of the war on terror be-
cause foreign terrorists have been at-
tracted there because the American 
target is there and because they know 
they can feed into the sectarian vio-
lence and use it against us. 

What is smart if you are going to try 
to deal with that? How do you win? Do 
you think I want to win any less than 
the Senator from Alabama or the Sen-
ator from Georgia? I believe in win-
ning. I believe in winning for America 
and I believe in winning for our troops, 
and I don’t think this is a winning 
strategy. It is not a winning strategy 
in Iraq, and it is not a winning strategy 
in the war on terror. 

All you have to do is look at al-Qaida 
and what they are doing in 60 to 80 
countries around the world. Look at 
what happened in Somalia the other 
day? Are we dealing with that? Are we 
dealing with Darfur? Are we dealing 
with North Korea? It took us until this 
year to sit down with our own allies, 
Great Britain, Germany and France, 
and actually try to do the diplomatic 
work of dealing with Iran. 

For 31⁄5 years we sat on the sidelines 
and allowed Iran to become more of a 
problem. 

Is that winning the war on terror? 
What about the 60 percent of the kids 

in Saudi Arabia and Egypt and Jordan 
and other countries that are under the 
age of 25, 50 percent under the age of 18, 
40 percent under the age of 14, and the 
unemployed and uneducated and unem-
ployable? They are going to go down to 
madrasas and learn how to hate people 
while the United States remains a big, 
fat target in the Middle East. 

Ask our foreign policy experts. I 
don’t know whether it was Foreign Af-
fairs or another magazine, but one of 
them did that just the other day. 

Eighty-seven percent of the people, 
when asked, said we are less safe today 
in the war on terror than we were; 87 
percent of the experts of the United 
States, including people like General 
Brent Scowcroft and others who I know 
the chairman has great respect for. 
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